
obvioi 
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) ' Pix^y^- U/kJ' % Ci/i ]) a' y t 


? 


IHjen LieBeler repeated the ^jsa Same questions she gave thu same responses, repeating 

_ v d that she did not see impacf^/^ 0W 

zS Posner uh&' fe ad and indexed ewrp>^ ~ ■ _m 


that it was the second shot she hear that she did not see impac? 

v &[ _ cv 

ph e)H liad to 

know of Linda Kay's testimony and in knowing about it, he also knevHihat it refutes his 
concoctiolvof a new semi-official mythology and he th e &ffis r makes no mention of her 
sworn testimony. W3 

Need anything mdl^ be said of gosner and liis^fook than he says for himself in the 
forogping? 

\ • / pot-fiction 

Need any tiling more bo d«d.d anout ther (published not having the l;raditionai/peer 

review? There could not nave bebn ap^authentic one without my knowledge. 

Did Posner and his pubUshpf ite/oe upon the trust of all: of those who vhrote 
dost- jacket /A / \ 

those glovd-ng/endorocments^hoee who fugged the book with major TV attention, major 
reviews, glowing news ycftorios? 

IjJ Is there Anyo ne whose trust tbs not imposed upon? 

"Computer e liancements, 11 hull? 

Ispr^t tliat ho*^ Steven Spielberg brought dinosaurs x back? 

.e^Msrar-spaeO- 


Because the_JJ£Ui 2 _a^^ is tliat in that time of greatest 

*"W / (Hy ' 

IsyAnd ever since then all the institutions of our society failed and liave continued to 
tfAil^sinm lil h ' ll, in my book I [EVER AGAIN ! betd^g^jaj^aretiTXor publication as I walite tliis 
1 fe print infoimiatipn I brought^hT^Iight in earlier books becajise that information x^xs 
from my publi^afeLon ^adi lyjn^lable to one of our basic institutions, the media. I 
thaj>ofice again now because Posner also had tliat information. I know because he got 
jrom me . p e r so n al ly. ■ - __ 


Posner makes a big deal of his interview of ITosenko. No /does /tfot tell the reader 

tliat the CIA delivered Nosenko to him, naturally. But he pretends that in his interview 

U *h Pr****!o krtijM -PuJiun& c 

he fed learner om Nosenlco what was not already public knowledge. ia not true., “ftiere 

is nothing of any importance he reports getting from Nosenko t ho 





J\ / 


if that interview 
( / 


n £ more than sucker-bait promotional material for his book. 
Those not familiar with the available fact, particularly^ w^Toverly-busy peop je like those 
bifj-name types who provide 



What Posner dooif not"i^port*^d he did not have to got from llosenko because^_I 

in Post Horten r book Eaaa§£ ao-p pooudiferts&A/ « 

YJkat I say there is conside ably abbreviated but I also stated that in addition 

"fc'o what I was then publishing, ) "I have obtained hundreds of relevant pages, seek more • / 

' \t ti4fi0{svru fn ci\uf 1U*< um>vfr\< 

and will bo writing ab&ut tliis separately. " (Page 627) j /*<V‘ cnjl\. ujnjk!>c^ MVf tUut*Kfa€4 , 
With all those once— witliheld records ( some classified Top Secret, X should explain 


why I then devoted so little space to Kosenko and the information he had and gave the 
FBI. (pages 6Z7—£%&-9») 

After my first book was rejected by more than 100 publishers internationally I deci- 


ded” to publish it myself. I became and remain, I suppose, the country's smallest pub- 
lisher. Hy wife and I did all the work other than the actual printing. J>he substiuted 
fot tlio printing typesetter and I, having been taught by my friend the late Sammie 


(right) Abbott how to do it, did the makeup. Sammie did 40 the covers. 



liave paid close attention to how X began that much-condensed writing: 


Coming exposes will prove tne CIA wltnheld vast amounts of 
relevant data from the Commission and that the Commission knew it, 
knew the CIA would and did lie, and allowed the CIA to suppress those 
records which would embarrass it. (Instead of investigating the 
orime, the CIA investigated oritioa of the covering up. I have copies 
of some of ita espionage on me.) 


If 


zJseufAu* l^j c*tt^ 


iv 


If Posner /ere what he is not, a traditional American writer' holding to traditional 
American beliefs, learning -if he did not already know it - tliat the CIA, for which it 

w 

is prohibited by law - "instead of investigating the c fcime . • . investigated critics of 

the covering up. I have copies of it some of its espionage on me - ke would at the 

least have been offended. Anyone should be outraged by6uch anti-American, authoritarian 

fhif J j ' 

behavior by the inteIiig6nce^§o»t" rectriijed by law to foreign operations, with domestic- 

operations spefi^LAlly preclude by law, fafj ^ ^ ° U4v ^ 

Posner and his wife Trisha were here, Trisha * p .receipt for the number of pages of 

fat*! 7Z</ 

my records she copied tal l ac s^t^ron February 15, 14 * and 15, 1992i (They also borrowed 
and returned some photographs,; 4? lyr^noted in his acknowledgements I "allowed him full 
run of 11 my "basement, filled with file cabinets.,,"(Page 504) also noted that I 
^rjgant acce33 to those hundreds of thousands of previously-withheld official records to 

V. 

all writing in the field. He did not report that in fact I do not and cannot supervise 

those uses of my records and I also gran allow all to use our copier, 

tuasU k> 

also makes no reference to his ^Hing^co pi ee of tho ee records I got only 
after years of the most difficult and costly lawsuits under the Freedom of information 

, » : in (yusi^i 

Act, Tliis omission is unexplained by a careful^ reading ox his notesT^e pretends thnsa 

he got those records by his own work. As a fesult, for all his self -described Herculean 

effort and all the laiowledge lie wants the reader to believe he has, he cannot even omp* 


explain and he d^es not expain the meanings of the file numbers or why on some there is 

no file identificati gn. In at least one instance that * notice without looking for them 

he is so ignorant of the FBI 1 3 main assassination ^ile number at its Dallas office he 

misread the poor copy I got from the FBI and gave his readers an impossible number for 

SI 

those desiring to check him out/ Ic th e ro any -et her le l t lmaLu reason fur such note s?) 

At the time of that writing I did have "hundreds of relevant pages" aneftthat 
"Coining exposes will prove the CIA withheld vast amounts of relevant data,,," 

I was then not able to do that further writing or toVexposetf thaf'the CIA with- 
held vast amounts more" because as soon as I had the book in the hands of the printer 
I was virtually imobilized and then hospitalized for acjbute J^trombophlebitis , a circu- 


latory disorder that can cause excerutiating pain- 


The thrombophlebitis with wliich X began a decade and a half of the most inten- 
sive litigation in a dosetl of those suits that filled my basement with filing cabinets 
was followed by a number of surgeries. Post-surgical complications when I was already 
a septegenarian imposed serious limitations on what I am able to do. Tjie use of the 
basemen t stairs is difficult, excessively tiring and not without potential hazard for 
me. So, I led Posner and his wife to the basement^ showed ow the files are arranged [y* ^ 

(^and w lie re* each kind i 3 located, especially those in wliich he had explained his exclusive 
interest. If lie had been truthful in describing his book, he would have been able to read 
and copy hundreds pages that would have made this book impossible for an honest writer. 
This is true of all partj/of his book other than its ^section on Jack Ruby, the man who 
killed Oswald. It is particularly true of what Posner says about Nosenko and the 5HA 
and about what he says about the shooting. I filed two of bxx tliat dozen FOIA lawsuits 
against the FBI for the vesults of its scientific testing, including of all the evidence 
relating to the shooting. It was over the first of those two cases that the Congress am- 
ended the investigatory files exemption of the Act in 1974 to make FBI, CIA and similar 

J/ 

files accessible under the provision of FOIA. had been truthful I would have given a 

ltt \- ,.u .flu ^ 

him pictures that prove .some of what he T .roulJ be tv; ri ting t of— w h i ch <1 14- not te e * ^is 

impossible. But, obviously, Posner did not want thatt If he had been interested in the 
^bcond of those two lawsuits for the res tilts of^s6T.entific testing he would have found 
Liir (■ J, 1 1 f M jXT i ipji 1 1 i i il scientific proof that Oswald did not fire a rifle that terrible 
day. But, again, Posner did not want that. Dr. Faustusjjf wanted to have and to enjoy 
his Hephistopheles time. 


Knowing I had all tlio:;o v e saer u. cords and made them available without any supervision 

i- 

at all Posner did not ask me a single question about them* Not even how to find them more 

rapidly than an uninformed search cc$id take* 

They do hold what edpoccs one of hi3 many ugly little services to the CIA 


in his book* 




I was not in a position to volunteer whejel lie would findCrecords of interesl WTlilm r 

J^c^udx -S) W diJ ,uJ_ {CuJ // /Wl hi 

3 ve^ 3 j=i«kd assumed lie was an honest writer writing an honeit book^Bechuse 


he deceived me about the book he was writing. He told me he was writing a book limited 

;ipn 

l If am all for setting that record? straight!? 


to exposing commercialization and exploitatipn 

Crew generally knows as "«*t "critics" and - “ ' (f 


TW ^nly n-trE ^-ni ii t. r iTrr- rAiihl w I 4^ 1d-Jxim^ bcut _and medical problems 

mckcji y i r;? o f t hr nt rf ™ rr\f£± cu ^ It was -inforaatlon within his own 

nf hhe bonk he was then, as_ Jaa-Jteld--^^ bogjmnng* 


above from the beginning of those rushed and bobtailed Nosenko 

the "‘Vast amounts of relevant data withheld."^ by the CIA* Is it 

not at this point , worth considering whether there is or can be any connection between 
Random House x sj 

nf Posner's book into sales and promotions ahead of the announced schedule, 


In what I quote 


even at tlie risk of losing some reviews thereby, to coindide with the actual flooding 

of~SnsK _ that ocean of records into public availability? The book did r. ap a rich howe*t 

r*> . ' 

harvest of free and major publicity from tlie washoff of tiie great attention to the m a k i n g 

of those records .roll *««<**• " ^ 

( porentheically , I note. Wiat escaped all rapodia comment at that time, that the 
mere volume of those records dofiod access. There were 800,000 pages in most accounts, 
3 ome, and that is a volume no individual and ncjfeven) major media component 
can begin to cope with. The minimum cost of copies and cabinets to hold them would be 


o»A 

— -9007000) in 


a quarter of a million dollars or mord. It uould also require about one hundred and 

fifty file cabinets. Who lias this kind of money to ( invest intliose papers and who has the 
.tt^f 1 <a ocwKiMtT (h iytjtj iCw- 4 'fkJ q-^cw -*W tA dtl 
spaced or storing them andfor getting access to theurt^As with all earlier disclosures 

of JFK assassination records, the government made a media even/~ if it. The media were 


as 


& 


& 


hot for it the first day and by tlio third tfc day it as was no longer interested.) 

r 

With all thi 3 llosenko informationjfree for his taking Posner had no interest at 


all. Again, if he were an honest American ww-fete- writer viho belived in the fine tra- 
dition of American writers going back to Zenger who established basic <fr rights for those 
who followed lit? dr who bejieved in the responsibulites imposed upon us by our founding 
fathers, he should liavo been interested in a sentence on the next page of Post Mortem: 

"Kosenko told the CIA } (not one report from which found in the Commission's 
files) and the FBI that the Russians actuqllj: believed Oswald was a ‘'sleeper^ or Kiormant^ 
American agent. was the reason for the KGB's keeping Oswald under the surveillance 

Posner Reexport. **»* ^ ^ 

Posner also had no interest in that* Not while he was here, not after he left, 

not in ou± phone conversations or letters - absolutely no interest* Period! 

Two paragr^hs later I wrote J^at "The CIA could not deny the FBI access to Nosenko 

(referring to when he first defected)* FBI agents known to have interviewed him are 

Maurice A. Taylor, Donald R. and Alekso Popanovich, beginning 2/26(1964). This i3 

a -date that would have g ^viai^ d an lionest, imp1t*irial writer seeking truth to take to 

democratic system it to -ft-u/fh <1 

the people or a nation that, if its/ cyotom of oo j tfg function requiralAmowledge . W*. retrn 

to 

ftnd-*etea/4lthoug Posner should hef^taioun it, I quoted from one of the Commission's 

’d QMv-4M OA 

executive sessions that dealt^witii the sub jectl gpecif icallp aiid'irTgeneral ^' 1 Those session^ 
were so secret, classified Top Secret^ the Commission's staf^was bax-red from them: 

"'i'He CIA knew, Dulles told the Commission, the FBI had no agents in Russia.” 
i-ly citation is 

U/kVU 

FOIA litigation, I pu^I^Lhed 'in facsimile^ 1 

So, P 0 qe/rir did not dare about the Russian belief that Oswald co^ld be an Ameri- 
can agent, oJTthat I had all those records he could have, or that if he had been an 
American agent, Oswald could not liavo been from the ^gL. What, then, did Posner really 


:ation ip to the stenographic transcript bfthe gessiok ttmt after 1 obtained it in 
n U *•** * ^ ^ 

Litigation, I publkthed in facsimile^ Posner got it from me* He had it* Pe . knew. 


care about? 


^ 

Wfcalr-dld'lie write nij 


~fe a~1rc^did n e t ~~go into the possibility that Oswald 
might have been, an American agent with Kosenko- iiilmiHHg lliuiT liiteiVxcu^ And then what 
did Posner wtrte* 






<*> 


u> 


ZI 


Hot a dinned net*/ thine tliat meant anything <>id-£e_get from the Nosenko the CIA 
„ made available to ham, and ewfcsa extreme rarily, as Posner is not reluctant to boast , , 

/ Wc J*tU« -nic ajhAm. J fXt c/A wAruJ *A*i JA4 { urter 

about, voUSu 

PreHtending the honesty he lack?; pretending the impartiality tliat is foreign 
to him, pretending not to be snuggled in the CIA’ s iiod ^ and if he had not been he would 
have had no book at all other than^dull and voijhless rehashj he misleads the reader into 
believing that he tells the whole story of how the abused Nosenko and why. 

It should by new be no surprise that lie does no such thing! 

And never intended to 1 

Wha^fee^es report^^tliis he presents as the result of his vjbn work. That is 
false. Worse , he hides the secret from his readers and from those who in the future may 
have an interest (Inour history and make tlu^istake ofS^h truting BtoTand his book. 

With the extraordinary attention Random House, aiddd by the CfA, got for Pos- 
ner’s book, many traces searchers of the future will find that lead to it will be impos- 
sible to mias.'Tdiey will thus be guided to a work of the most thoroughgping, intended, 
di 3 honesty-and tliat in a fnj^cl that suffers no lack of them, 

I do not use these words lightly. Before I stopped annotating Posner's book to 
do thi 3 writing I found such a number of the most dil±gen# / ^ I f^ar no 

challenge from him. Were the/ to do "iSg; there *; jhenj would) be a Tsxssxi public record 
of what without that will exist only in private, for scholars of the future, I cannot 

use all of them in this book. ^ ^ ^ /ml J 

L I can reraember-tfand tlioy are on paper tliat I have 


It should be no surprise tint 


no need to search wrtT^that all have the same intent: coering up for -the official mis- 
creants, for the CIA and for the official mythology misrepresented officially as a 
"solution*!! b 

l In liia ^t^Trole >€3dopts the new math of theSpfficial apologists that traces b**/ 
to the misbf^btten miser^Sle mess made by the House Select u otamittee on Assassination, 
the strange but major— mediu* accepted notion tliat the Commission c o^lcl liave beex^irong 
in just about everything it did and by some muystry or magic been right in its con- 




58A 


(readers sl'flpnld rbmember Posner's criticism of Sylvia Meagher for her/ alleged 
political beliefs allegedly appearing in Her book and in her index when we get to this, 
as we shall shortly*^ 
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elusions nontliless* Tne apologists always have some such convenient self-deception 
they, thanks to tlie“55ib major media always got away with. Such as when it was proven 
tliat the world ' 3 best shots could not duplicate the shooting attributed to Oswald tliey 
said tliat Oswald just got lucky tliat one time. T h is is an area of one of P^ner's most 
blatant dishonesties, where he quotes the official /Marines record as indicating Oswald 
was a supberb nn rlrsman when the liarines officialy evaluated him as a "rather poor shot." 
No uonder! On liis last'. destine Oswald scored one point over the minimum score required 
of all in the military, and ho wqs then aided in passing only by his fellow “arines who 
scored misses at as hits.) 

A. n uninformed person reading Bgsner on the impediments to Nosenlco's defection 

and on his subsequent longplasting, incredible, subhuman mistreatment by the CIS for 

close to three years would get the impression tliat Posner really exposed that fully. 

He alone, as usual, too. usual!, he again/, misrepresent. Cleverly, lawyerlike. 

In fact, he covered that up, too! And worst of all, going back to tliat KGB sus- 

picion tliat Oswald could have been artAmerican agent, he not only suppressed this he 
fails > l ib tv ? 

*als to report its significance in wliat hagppend to“N o s enko~~aT't er ~ tEa4, such really 

terrbile abuse he is luckjfto have survived it literally an^y emotionally^ 

Ids tliird, ^ 

^Posner's Nosenko chapter/is titled n T he^War of tlie Defectors .' 1 It has ninety- 
nine numbered notes. Of those more than half aro( < Eo”l*ir* Nosenko interview. It has one 

1 •£/ i?* 

citation to the ^ouse Select Committee on Assassinations liejrir/g, which is not to th4 

ft; 

CIA’s formal testimony relating to Kosenko, and one to that committee's report. The 
reader is thus given to believe tliat all the information in the chapter is new and that 
Posner personally developed it when he interviewed Nosenko. This is also how Posner makes 
his contribution to the historical record appear to be. This is false • The Posner version 
is ever so much kinder to the ft CIA than the CIA's own official admission of the beyond- 

o 

thaili 


belief evils it inflicted on the man. P sner 

as responsible there 
the Department of Justice 


an entirely different person in 
the^T” Cl A "did officiallv. 3$/^ f\X^ 


After a fantasy beginning to this chapter in which he palms off the CIA's nonsen- 
sical reason for not trusting Kosenko^ Posner starts to tell his version on page 36. Pos- 
nor there says tliiit when Nosenko apjamrgdxat:d±gx "contacted an American diplomat in 1962 
(it was in Geneva, and I think that "diplomat" was a CIA person with official cover) the 


*rr-- 


r • ••• ~w.r .■ -n - • 
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CIA was immediately notified." 'Jk** Jut^/fU^A !*\ 

(>?***' 

What-te does not say here ±3 that a yea^dirlier Nosenko had done the same thing at 

the same place. That" gave, the CIA^ more time than it needed to check on Nosenko 

j'Ln.Ul a,u4 dJ . 

Q &ew p ossible. / / 

^Tthat the CIA. "dispacthed thirty-seven -^fear old Tennent ‘Pete* B agley 
ar$| an agent nfcdbifiHsnEK fluent in Russian, George Kisevalter, to meet IIo3enko four /, 
times in a safe house near Geneva's center." Those meetings, P 0 sner, says were taped?* and 
the tapes were transcribed. Posner admits that the information ^senico provided was good 
information. Instead of citing tlie ClA' s ^evaluation Posner, still pretending tliatjfchere 
was no such thing, cites another book, one by Tom Mangold /n ritish reporter and another 

i 

Faust ‘.hose book was largely provjded by the CIA in return for which he protected the CIA 

as an institution and blamed all its excesses on/^a^gold* s V Cold Warrior , his book on 

the then dead and buried James Jesus Angleton, who had headed CIA Counterintelligence. 

/u<uw/lc» \\ 

Posner then says tliat wliile Bagley was "ecstatic "/his state of ecstacy 

when he returned to Washington 

ended/when Angleton, twe. d"~Sad Men when Posner wrote liis boolc, remember, "was convinced 

no matter what that Nosenko said, he was a KGB plant." Angleton turned Bagley around, 

/4jmd thus it is that W P&n ryirS ) 

irt jiwmo- t^aC once agairTthe CIA as an institution wie- exculpated as were 

aoarjt 


those^nv^lve d who outlived 
A 


' ~ - — — ' 

once again the CIA as an institution w^te- exculpated 
£ a ^ v > pvc q Art-ysi c 

ved the well-k*hown □ uper-parahpi^r An|p^n^^ 


A rather thick file of CIA records I did not get from the CIA, cwwtimpaxxiangEai 
contcmoorane ous records, gived/hn entirely different rttfl of wliat* really happened in 
Geneva # not after Bagley and ICisevalter returned to Washington. Those records, which it 


now is obvious Posner would have shunned like cholezza, make it without question that 
midst ^th^^e-& moment Nosenko turned up someifane in the Geneva station statjed trying 


UU\I Xi-J (. 

<^Liiost 1 


to persuade headquarters that Nosenko was a "plant" and should not be alloj^d to defect. 
The rea3ons^were so childish in their transparent falseness that thett had to be replaced 


(/ 


CIA Geneva be- 


cvnevT - biiey collapsed on superficial examination. This was the 

i /// /J\w * x?b tv* 

liavior and it/as not rafter the team ret urnedto Washington^ Nosenkcrhad to lie to 

1mA r la* 

force the issue I and he was allowed to defect. . • 

J ^ uuA vn^fr* 

Not bv accident Posner says (page 39) that on arrival Nosenko "was placed in a 

«M. /Uft hniAi. * 
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1 * fCherTskipo from FeburaYy to J une 24, when Richard. Helms, soon to be the CIA's 
director and then deputy h ad of its dir^orlTwIt'.i the euphemistic title of " plans ",/f 

W 

told Warren Commission chairman Karl Warren, that the CIA "doubted Kosenko' s credibi- 
1 1 . c Thv l A 

lity. fact, ^elms (Threatened the Commission so it would not interview Kosenko. 

HsvJOb * ^ OrU A< < cUi> 

i c ^u^c^ TTTIeliiis did not jsell the ClrLof Justice that since early April, with the 

backing of attorney general Robert Kennedy, NoSeko liad been under hostile interrogation." 

To refer to tliat as ^"hostile" is to praise it. Thooe vdth good memories that can 



The truth and the fact tliat Posner here pretends did not exist. To puff himself 

noi" a single mention of the fact that most of the in- 


and his case "closing" up he make noa 
(ivf j tor* cu hi 


formation he attributes to his private , secret interview of IToseriKo ^Oas broadcast 
coast-to-coat when the CIA gave its testimony to thatiTouse committee. 

kCJA /U 

J-fc called a form r officer, not a spook, back from retirment to make a close 
and independent study of all ti^record3 and then to testify to tlieir content, for the 
CIA , as its official witness and confessor. » 

That CIA witness was John Kart. Ke testified that September day, ^Hls^testimony 
is published in the Committee ' s^' Second volume of JFK assassination he- .rings beginning 
on page 437* PjjfAior makes not a single reference to this or evon to Mart's name, as his 


* In Hart’s official testimony - /> £reiiieraber Posner’s cracks about Sylvia Meagher 


for her supposed political bias?^ identifies the department of Justice official with 

-It CIA 

whom fro:: tlio first and tliroughoui^asDoputy Attorney (general Nicholas deE. ^atzenbach. 
Hot 33 Robert Kennedy. 04 f**"* fr**'** M- 7 ? 

^o much for Posner's politics^ /and his criticism of otliers for the beliefs he 
attributes to them. 

If this is not enough to "open the case" on Posner, more follows. 

If tliat is noi^enouglij let us go to why Posner assays z recounted tho early stages 
of llosenlco's defection other tlian as tho CIA's own records record it, with ClA opposi- 


tion to his defection al 


he 

immediate in Geneva. 
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T hose who believe Mdiat what the CIA. sf'ys can always be depended upon should 
read that lengthy transcript beginning on page 48. By the time they reach page 62 they 
may be prepared for former CIA Director Allen Dulles^ when he and the other Commission- 
ex;x 3 cted perpetua^/secrecy, jl^them that swearing lalsely under oath, the felony of 


ers 


perjury, is right iti d proper and is sometimes required. He also said that he might not 

tell the Secretary of Defense the truth if h e wero - e t±3rl hCal'Hlg Lhe -GIA.) 

& 




C*-T 


'••• ■ -\\prvrf r-is 


v.‘r. k KV !*►--- *• •*; .he .hi 




I 

pjji believe th^s needs empliasis so I repeat it# 

In Posner's account wno tiling happened between the tine Nooonkovas nested in tliat 
nice and comfortable house (it was in one of the better sections of Northwest w ashin^ton, 

JuAL- sjJutAx 

the "Embassy Row" area) and the date helloes not give f or( "early April" wken that 

it 

"hostile interrogation gag began# 

But something did happen# Posner's omission of iy^eems. to be deliberate. He got 

the information from me in February, 1992, when he and his wife visit^dd us# It is in 


Post ttflTe Iiortom^ the pages quoted above . If for any reason Posner preferred not to cite 

& 

my book, it even gives the numbers of the Commission's records £ used in wliat I ,/ote, 

CDs (for Commission Documents) 454 and 451# Those are the FBI reports on/; its interviews 
with Hosenko# Nosenko, telling the FBI tliat O^ttuld had an openly anti-USSR record! 
within tlic USSR also told them, as I reported and cited above, that the KGB suspected 
that "Oswald was a 'sleeper* or '/formant' American agent'." (T*ey are also referred to as 
"agents in place#") 

- It was on February 4, 1964 tliat Nosenko defected and it was on February 26 
tliat the FBI interviewed £pim and he told it of the KBG's suspicion that Oswald was an 
American agent# (P^3t Uortenu page 627) 

The CIA did not have to be told,qs its former director, /Jjllen ^ulle 3 , told his 
fellow Warren Commissioners, tliat the FBI; had no agents in Russia.(P Q st Hortem. page 628) 
But if for some reason not apparent Posner had to be told, lie /had in it Post Hortem and 
he had in in the facsimile roproductuon of thaiO^P Secret C ommission executive session 


in Whitewash IV . </0 k 





JufT'j 


So, in the unclosed case against Posner, he suppr/esed facts and misrepresented 
tliem even to indulge his own politics\^ide from protecting the CIA in it all f he omitted 
wliat my files to which ho liad access also show, that the FBI imrae iate^y^S^t it 3 reports 
on its interview with ^osenko# Tliat informed tho CIA tliat Nosenko said tliat the KGB sus- 
pected ^Oswald was an American agent# Tliat could not have meant for the FBI because it 


had no agents tliere. 

OOArtfr M 


hgJLX 6 / 


and it was -after the CIA leam4d(that Nosenko^pointed a finger at it tliat his 


treatment by the CIA chanced abruotly from princely to subhuman barbari 3 m]afeAha±-£or 
throe years! Inconceivable torture all that time, all that time in isolation for the 
arcane tortures the CIA D dreainup up for him and to which Hart testified# I isolation 
without so much as a window, plus those terrible acts by the CIA# Not by Angleton, as Pos- 
ner would place the blame# It was the CIA az&n. an institution# 

The ^Case is not yet closed. ^44 jur^ \ 

‘V 

^Jeyond belief as it is that any Ame rican writer could bring himself to write such 

a knowingly false, distorted and dishonest account of one of the most ^fawful tilings any 

'A A¥U i A j c ^ \ “s ' 

part of our Government has ever ctoney would rewerite our hi story 7 could bring himself to 

do such totally anti-American tilings for the book the CIA gave him witl^ ^Jithout 

other rewards, her did more# 

On page 39 he gets around to dating this change in Ilosenko 1 s treatment by the CIA# 
It was on April 4. He begins his account .by saying thaflJosenko' 3 ordeal had started on 
April"^4, £964 when he was driven tc^^ tiroe-storey safe j^ouBe in a Washington suburb. 

" * ' ■' w confined bo. 


Later he Co to- or po u nd -to eng ine tliat in tliat nir« place Nosenko wa 3 
cssteci at. tic. 


It took the CIA fourteen months to build the brick tank in which 


ch^Tth 


□fits 


/]/k* 

then was 


conf i/ted uithout widows or ^lytliing else, even something to read, ar*/ with inadequate 
CXO U cU ivtv* fl* (Ti bflh p4C^^ .) 



John 


liart# As P 0 sner eases liis way to the end he admits tliat it was not easy for Nosenko to 

"keep his a continues to limit the blame for it all to "Angelton and Bagley." 

10 

(Page 41) The worst tliar P 0 sner attributes to incredible official abuses by the CIA 
he attributes to tliat pair alone, saying they ^debated drugging him to hasten his 


breakdown* 


•an 


assortment of drugs were nd considered, including a soii^alled truth 

a 3 ^f^*^f?om all, as 4te ffaxt di 


serum, an ampthetamine and even LSD#" (Pages 41-2) That wa 3 

did testify-He testified to a deliberate attempt to drive Ilosenko crazy so he could 

X4 wA QM US&d- 

be confined and stifled in an institution, to various torturing wae of killing him r even 
to fte*«C himfOTer the ocean and^opjpjfcpK liim into it# 
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Some analysts! 


Can anyone without their doctor of philosophy degrees believe for a minite that 

w 

the USSR or its KGB p preferred the liawk ^phnson to the dove Kennedy? 

The assassination made that authomtic. 

CIA 

Then there was that juvenile/c old-war concoction that Ilosneko was "dispatched" 

to "di 3 infdrm" about the JPK assassination* This via^fexciting because it meant that the 

world about / 

USSR had done the job and had to deceived tlic jt CIA andTi^^erid^kt it to avbid retali- 
ation. This silliness was reported widely in the papers and I do not know of a single 
one that raised a single question about it. 


ITeither of these fairy tales was worht worthy of Posner's Olympian notice. Nor 
did either prompt him to any thinking of his own about them. 

Inherent in the absurdity of the USSR having to disonform, to lead the assassi- 
nati oifaway from it, ix thena - bhat there was the possibility of the investigation going 
in that direction. There never was any such possiAility and the U5R knew it, as well as 
did all others with any political wijsdom at all. 

Tliis is because there never was any question about what the official conclusion^ 
would be. Tlie FBI leaked it, knowing, as did all political analysts of all the world* s 
major-power intelligence agencies, tliat no person and no body in government would dpre 

erf 

disupto it and bring? its enormous power^and fearsome retaliations ^id> wn upon t he mi wit h 
j^wei l - kn o wn disposition do to tanw. 

The plain and simple truth i 3 tliat only the FBI could have leaked it because only 
the FBI liad copies of the report it leaked. Tliat was the report President Johnson ordered 




it to make the night of the assassination. 

The FBI did not distribute any copies until December 7, 1963. It then distributed 
very few copies including those it gave the Commission and the Department. 


Aside from I learned about this leaking, and what learned includes the name 
of assistant FBI director who was one of the leakers FBI*s own records I found 

its file copies of I 180 wliat it leaked was \eported and handled* The first of those was dated 
December 2. The major leaks were on December 5* Tliat day Deputy Attorney General Nicholas 


42A1 


Katzenbacli ap eared before an executive session of the Warren Commission. He told it that 

while the FBI claimed it "leaving no stone unturned" to learn who did the 

-U ’ft,/ Jrh 

leaking, lie lcnew tliat only the FUI could have done it. ft- was - n ot-J-atgr -than - ttet^fhat 


Jbat^that 

the ComE&ssiou knew. There is little doubt that it knew from the first that only the 
FBI could leak what only the FBI had. 

Tne ConL.iission itself recognized and articulated the fact that it did nor da^e 
oppose the FBI. In its executive session of January 21, 1964, which after obtaining it 
in under FOIA I pubHshedfin ^Bost Iiortom ~ ^n facsiini lg>( pages 475-87), it could not have 


boon more s^ed specific - or more terrified. 

Haturally, the CIA also knew. As, in silence, did fill the major media. 

All the world's dsookeries and foreign officies knew with as much certainty as 

— ■* . * V 

if J .Sdh- iSdbar Hoover hims elf had phoned each and told them off icial/what the conclusions 
of tlio Warren Commission would be. 

The USSR knew with even more certainty from the questions itvas not asked by 
the ^nited States government. 

s o, as the CIA knew very well when it made that absudfity up as a justification 
for questioning Hoseiiko's "bona fides", it was an obvious fraud. 

Th e USSR had nothing ab<^t^wljteh to disinfrom and on this simple basis it had 
need to disinform^ "f» ^ did ^JcrunWj, 


no 




11 of the above also Posner, answering all questions as he lias from tlie'^dffsof 

v. M'f Ilk) trj Jf S 7i.ru 


those dust-jacket celebrities and his publisher's -o wn a s- h e- does 
mention of it. In this, too, he pays the CIA back by again not embarrassing it all over 
again after the passing of so many years. 

Sq - know and as- ^ag ' l e y xliapsudiz gd, 

There were other reason/, like tho fact j^tliat Kennedy was negotiating with Castro 
formally and informally and with Khruschev, with whom thero was an exchange of some 40 
letters^ seeking a detente. Neither wanted to change that by offing JFK. 


Writers can, do and should have different opinions about what is valuable 


w 


and what is important but that Posner, Y/all Street lawyer, Hengele-case closer (if that 
is what he did) and an experienced investigator cibuld omits such fantastic intelli- 
gence disclosures as ^onselco made it simple cannot be believed that ^^suppressions 

dr- 
ill favor of the CIA and of sparing (Embarrassment all over. again after so many years 

was not a payback for making his book and his fame from it possible. 


Posner even suppresses wliat was probabljr the most publie, the most sensational, 

•ever / (Ambassdor 

the most stunning and politically significanct disclosure of any KGB spying^/hen 
Adlai Stevenson rose and addresse d? y » He was / 

ijT the Security ^ounscil of thettiited Nati ons^and with eloquence and passion/ seen 


and heard throughout the world and reported by the press of the world. He held in his hand 
and displayed prominently 






'tU 


pitiless , endless for all tliat time and then American government 

officers plotted murder! 


This was the CIA! Posner knew it* And he ±tmxRsak not only does not say it, lie 


iftens tliat Ljnprecedcnted, official CIA abuse of a human being 


col- ten3 




b aae d only orTrantasies imagined by the sick of mind in high position in the CIA and to- 
leratcdf^by all there who knew of it* 

The pretended justifications of this were themselves insane* IIow anyone in the CIA, 
..hicli is supposedly composed of intelligent, well-educated, sophicated, politically inform— 

a^jgi **** o± *£. , , ^a, . 

ed and mature peonlercoild liave believed any. of it is incomixrehensible* 1 

* A c^L ' 

The information Hosenko p3vided ^voluntarily was not in any sense what the spooks 

^ £HU('U 

refer to as n throw-a\gay information* 1 * -^t^waF (tne riegest intelligence haul of all* 
ui^gfj AUy \ 36 

'fto' a'dej^e^osner^admits this, as usual for him a limited degree. (Pa&e 4) 

I TCkjL ^ rj+WKYM. rvd^ 

does not/offelTls^ that it^a s utterly isdne for the KGB to hurt -i& 

___ __ . 

itself id so unprecedented 
infeasrotMn sol^i 

his 'bobt^iled account of wliat Nosenko did give the CIA^tliat has Bagley so ^"ecstatic " , 

^ ^ — ^ ^ ur*t :rh 

to begin with, ( in Swit ze r lanT pall the time the CjA Sv^itzorlandfSoing its beht to^fej^ant^ 
ITosenko t>^r^3ure- trove th^ the most valuable intelligence information, to ''em HmiguAdd 
'r 



s - not - e-ven s uggest-^ 


^-and--^is--C IA - bo lc-and to P oa nor ^ a uuu H o^cnkO' UlLer vluvig 

c*> 

+^r-r^Li ^-inn h >1 y i i UM t a n - Hfi ed to ^pf-Jfert^Taryi) hn mnlmn nu man - linn at fill of th e- moct 
dramatic ex 


■i gonoo oddi^lwuu = Ir iag ^^ca1 .1* It 

Our -anTDassador^Lu 11 le ^nited-B — ^ a tiono j- then Adlai Stnh Stevenson,— areee- there 

X u U 

3Sfe*h a beautifully sculptured large seal of the nited States, a gift to our Moscow embassy 

Ufa c{} 

byiie the USSR* Without mention^y** Hosenko' s name Stevenson then shoclcdd the Security 


^1M\ ut y i( jvoyU^i 

^ettber l , mid by ^i^ternat3^nadr- ^ ~~ the - ei 


wktrre'World by dgclareing that a micri phone had been 


.hidden in tliat j^gift*' apd that it transmitted every word spoken in the ^ambassador's 
fkv> dio (ff t s?\u*k 

or lice*) kt iTv\i^ (J cj uj^JT C6\t^ ^UA\\ }\ (( Q . ^ ^ 

a minor attribution to Mangold., Pj?sner again pretends tliat all that is known 

^ Sc ^ ^ 

lie got from Hoscn.:o even wlien he was reporting (luuch less than the Cl A^ learned from Wesenko* 





r“ — 

3vcn that is not all. SMK Self-promoting Posner knows of tho earlier 
interviews IJosenko, -meaning the CIA, gave '.during tho chilliest paact time of the coldiar. 
was to tho politic- 'lly-acceptable Washongton editor of the ^©litically-acceptable 

Barron. liis ouch earlier book KGB ^arron disclose some of 


headers Digest . 


the valuable intelligence Ho -enko gave tho CIA. 10s book. ( 
oven identified spies Wooenko exposed by name, 
do, Barron is not in Posner's bibliography. (Page 579) 

Is thfcLs case now closed? Ho, it is not 

It cannot be because Posner lias not yet""eirned his reward. 

A 


) 


extra space 


